IS CONSERVATION NECESSARY? 


Today many people are deeply concerned about the conservation 
of wild life and the adverse effect which man has on nearly all the 
ecosystems of the world. Is all this concern really necessary? Is it 
not perhaps ordained by nature that man will eventually take over 
the world completely? 

Many people feelthatman is separate from nature and these peo- 
ple always classify events as ‘natural’ or ‘man-made’. If one bears 
in mindthat man evolved naturally andoperates according to natural 
laws, one seethat there is no basis for thisseparation. Man is justas 
much a part of nature as anything else. This conclusion leads one 
toseeman’s domination of the earthand the extinctionofother species 
asan example of the survival of the fittest. This is anatural process, 
in fact, the same process that drives nearly all of evolution. The 
speciesand, asaresult, thewholeecosystems thatare becomingex- 
tinct are of no use to man. Man makes sure, (by farming) that the 
animals and plants thathe needs for foodarekeptalive. If, therefore, 
one examines thesituation logically tosee whether extinction poses 
athreatto man, one comes tothe conclusion that itdoes notand that 
conservation is not necessary most of the time. It isonlysometimes 
necessary to ensure that man’s food supply is conserved. 

There is another problem, however. Many peopleare not simply 
interested in whether man will survive but alsoworry about whether 
other species willsurvive. The reason for these people’sconcern is 
complex. It is in part due to compassion for the animals that are 
becoming extinct as this proces is usuallycruel; for example, forest 
animals die when the trees in which they live are cut down to pro- 
vide room for man’s buildings. Another reason behind the concern 
is an obsession with the idea that the biosphere must be kept con- 
stant inevery detail. It issomewhatironic that the law of the survival 
of thefittest is the very cause of the human feelings which now want 
to put a stop to it. Compassion and an instinctive requirement of 
stability evolved because the organisms that had developed such 
tendencies by variationor mutation were best suited tosurviving as 
they kept their immediate environment, and thus their foodsupply, 
constant. 

Man has now grown so numerous that he now attempts to apply 
his feelings to the whole world, even to parts of it whose stability is 
irrelevant to his survival. This brings him into conflict with other 
instincts — thedesiretodevelop and progress. Initially, manaltered 
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only small parts of his environment to make life easier for himself, 
whilehe keptother parts constant. Theusageoftoolswas prosperous; 
thus the desire to manufacture was incorporated into his instincts. 
This ability to manufacture hasnowreached the stage where he can 
begin to shape the whole world into the way he wants it. This, of 
course, is in conflict with his desires to keep it constant and stable. 
In some people, one of these tendencies is more dominant and thus 
they will either be in favour of conservation or not. Many people, 
however, are confused; they express abhorrence for technology 
which causes change and thus extinction in some cases, andat the 
same time they fear stability and see it as stagnation and destruc- 
tion of man’s creativity. Such people see science involved in pro- 
gressive technology and in attempts to stabilize, and they use it as 
a scapegoat. 

There is noone solution to this dilemma, not one which satisfies 
both desires. We willhave to wait to see whatcourse nature chooses. 
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